tervene between object and verb. Likewise, an NP clitic may be separated from the verb by a tonic dative phrase.
Third, a movement rule may left-adjoin a subcategorized complement of V to a maximal projection such as VP or S, as seen in ?2.2. Then non-subcategorized material will intervene between the verb and the preposed complement. Likewise, a preverbal clitic may be separated from its verb by several nonsubcategorized constituents.
Fourth, in so-called 'clitic-climbing' constructions with verbs like querer 'to want', OSp. clitics and NP/PP complements have the same distribution: both types may precede the tensed V (i.e. they both 'climb'), as seen in ?2.3.
As we will see in ?3, the distribution of clitics in doubling constructions provides additional motivation for the hypothesis that they are NP's or PP's in syntax.
I close ?2 with the argument that non-tonic pronouns encliticize after the syntactic component, once PF rules have operated; in this sense, they are phonological clitics. I also argue that clitics have a more restricted distribution than other complements because of their lack of tonicity; e.g., they are subject to a restriction that bars them from being S'-initial. This constraint must be stated after syntactic and stylistic rules apply, i.e. in PF.2 accomplish than it she not ordered 'He looks for all the good ways ... in order to accomplish it better than she ordered it.' (Cor. 91) In 3a, the object algo separates the non-tonic dative te from the verb prometiere. In 3b, the first clitic lo is the object of the infinitive conplir, and the adverbial mejor intervenes. The second lo is the object of mando; the subject ella and the negation non intervene.
THE STRUCTURE OF V IN OLD SPANISH. A first series of arguments, in
Interpolation provides clear positive evidence against a treatment of cliticization as part of a word-formation component in which clitics would be treated as bound morphemes, forming a single complex word with V and functioning as one syntactic element. Rather, clitics in OSp. must count as words which are independent of the V in Phrase Structure. Since they are pronominals, the null hypothesis is that they head NP's (accusative clitics) or PP's (dative clitics, en and hi). This hypothesis is supported by the fact that, in 3, the clitics occupy nodes where NP's/PP's and tonic pronominals may appear; and it can also be maintained independently of the two analyses I will propose for the phenomenon known as Interpolation. I first analyse 3a, and in ?2.2 I will turn to 3b.
In OSp., the order of a verb with respect to its complements is quite free, in both main and embedded clauses. Along the lines of proposals by Chomsky 1981 , Stowell 1981 , Koopman 1984 , and Travis 1984, I assume that the complements of a lexical head are unordered in the X' system, and that a particular order results from the interaction of other principles. For instance, Stowell proposes that an object NP must follow, and be strictly adjacent to, the verb it complements-because of the requirement that Case be assigned under adjacency, plus the proviso that the head be initial.
If a grammar contains no specifications as to adjacency or directionality, then the order of verb and subcategorized complements should be free; and this is true in OSp. First, the head may be initial or final, and a complement may precede or follow the verb: to her mercy l.ask 'I ask her mercy.' (B.S.Or. 3b) Verb-initial and verb-medial sequences similar to 9 are also found.
If clitics are phrasal categories, they too should enjoy the freedom of distribution which follows from the minimal assumptions of the X' theory which I have used. In 3a, the dative clitic te 'you' occupies a base position equivalent to a ella 'to her' in 9b. The clitic se 'themselves' in 10 is the case-marked NP in preverbal position, equivalent to esto 'this' in 9a: I assume that VP is a maximal projection. As we shall see, Interpolation may adjoin a complement to the VP node; this provides evidence for VP, if an adjunction rule may freely select any maximal projection as landing site. In ?3, I will show that topic-like constituents are base-generated as adjuncts to the VP, among other maximal projections; this provides a second type of evidence for the node. Furthermore, OSp. has passive constructions (i.e. NPmovement). In exx. 4-5 and 9a, the preverbal subject is external to the VP, and is immediately dominated by S. Under similar assumptions, the lo in 3b does not occupy a position that satisfies the lexical requirements of mando 'ordered'. Rather, the Projection Principle (Chomsky 1981) requires an empty NP in the complement position of the transitive V.
If we assumed that OSp. S were flat, and lacked a VP node, the 'scrambling' effect in 3b would result from the lack of configurationality: (11) [ and non-clitics should have the same distribution in syntax, unless additional principles intervene. Thus the proposal is rich in empirical predictions, which I will not survey. I will mention a case here that has escaped notice in the traditional literature, but I will not provide an analysis.
As expected, clitic-climbing is not reserved for non-tonic pronominals. Thus, after the stylistic rules of PF, a non-tonic pronominal counts as a clitic; in this sense it is postsyntactic and phonological.
In conclusion, OSp. non-tonic pronominals are pronouns in the lexicon, in the syntax, and in the stylistic rules of PF; and they are clitics in the (postlexical) phonological component. The appropriate syntactic consequences follow from this modular characterization. Now that I have provided motivation to consider OSp. clitics phonological, I will briefly consider a well-known constraint that restricts their distribution as NP's or PP's, and show that it applies at the PF or postlexical phonological level.
It has been known, since neogrammarian times, that non-tonic pronouns can never stand in initial position in early Romance (Wackernagel's Law). I formulate this restriction as a filter in OSp. applying after syntactic processes and stylistic rules:
(28) Non-tonic pronouns cannot be initial in the minimal S' that contains them. This condition is probably unnecessary; it should follow from principles of phrasal (i.e. postlexical) phonology made sensitive to syntactic boundaries, coupled with the assumption that OSp. non-tonic pronouns can only be enclitic. However, since I will not enter this area, I show only that 28 applies in PF, and that it mentions S' as a boundary.
First, 28 must apply after all syntactic or stylistic rules-i.e., not before PF. Consider 29, which involves wH-movement, and Interpolation. The application of wH-movement makes the interpolated clitic comply with 28: he.had surrounded Seville (Luc. 120) If doubling phrases occupy topic nodes attached to maximal projections, they have the freedom of distribution which other 'subjects' enjoy in the language. In ?3.2, 1 argue that doubling must be seen from the perspective of the operator/ variable relation; in that case, c-command is relevant, but order is free too. he.will.see awake 'He will see the same things he saw dreaming, when he is awake.' (Lib.Con. 240B) The constituents with pronominal characteristics (esto and aquellas mismas) appear 'close' to the V (i.e. in subcategorized position), but this proximity cannot be attributed to the affix-like characteristics of these phrases.
VP ADJUNCTS (i.e. VP topic or VP focus
In Fig. 7 The topic is a non-A binder or syntactic operator, while the resumptive phrase is the variable-like item which it binds. Thus the topic must c-command the resumptive phrase, and this phrase must be of an appropriate category to be treated as a variable-like element. In particular, it cannot be a definite NP functioning as a name, but it can be a pronominal. For OSp., I will argue in ?3.2 that certain topics or adjuncts function as operators, while others function as the subject of a predication. In each case, the resumptive phrase must be pronominal to be treated either as a bound variable or as a variable of predication; and it must be c-commanded by the operator or the subject of the predication. In 37, then, the clitic/pronominal must be the Le is coindexed with a esta villana. The latter is an epithet, and adjacent to the V; thus it occupies a subcategorized position within V'. The dative clitic precedes the preverbal subject; so it can be analysed as a left S adjunct, in view of previous assumptions. How does the clitic comply with prohibition 28? In direct speech, as in 45, the verb of saying can be followed by a sentence with an initial clitic, and counts as the first element. I assume that the verb takes a bare S complement, and that le is not initial in the more encompassing S' structure. These factors motivate the analysis in 45b, and lead to the postulation of S adjunct positions which can be filled by clitic pronominals. Doubling is not reserved for clitics, and there are adjunct positions which c-command the subject. Thus the doubling of subject pronominals and demonstratives is predicted: The initial PP and the preverbal clitic en are coindexed. Since the clitics are preverbal, the only element that precedes them, the PP, must be the first constituent inside the S'. If the PP were outside S', the position of the clitics would violate filter 28 in PF. If we assume that the COMP position is reserved for phrases with the wH-feature (Chomsky 1981:115, Kayne 1983:110), then the PP in 49a cannot be attached higher than S, as indicated.
S' ADJUNCTS (the COMP position).
Constructions containing an overt wH-phrase and a coindexed lexical phrase, under the so-called resumptive pronoun strategy, are common in OSp. To provide a detailed treatment of the strategy is beyond the scope of this paper, and I will leave unmentioned many recent proposals in this area. I will show only that resumptive pronoun constructions are doubling configurations from the viewpoint of their syntax. I have already demonstrated that clitics and tonic pronominals are equivalent in categorial specification in OSp.; so I assume no distinction between resumptive clitic and resumptive pronoun strategies at this point.
If the resumptive pronoun/clitic constructions are a subset of the doubling configurations, then their wH-phrases must be base-generated in situ in non-A position; this I label COMP, without further discussion. As we shall see, the coindexing between the wH-phrase and the resumptive item is not sensitive to Subjacency (Bounding Theory). If Subjacency is a property of 'Move a& in syntax, this shows that the wH-phrase is base-generated in situ in Deep Structure. The resumptive phrase is not the spell-out of a trace, but a base-generated clitic/non-clitic pronominal, or an epithet (see Gessner 1894:461 for examples)-coindexed with the adjunct wH-phrase at LF (non-A binding); cf. ?3.2. As I show, the wH-phrase exhibits the characteristics of other adjuncts. In particular, it can be a bare NP coindexed with a resumptive phrase with morphological case, or contained in a PP; it can also be a PP coindexed with an identical PP as resumptive phrase, or a wH-phrase with the same morphological case as the resumptive item.
The resumptive pronoun strategy is a central aspect of the syntax of OSp., because it is one of the results of the regular system of X' principles for the base generation of adjuncts. In recent discussions (cf. Chao & Sells 1983), a distinction is made between languages which use resumptive pronouns marginally, to avoid island violations, and those which use them generally. OSp. clearly belongs to the second category, as shown by examination of the examples in this section. Why should a language have a resumptive pronoun strategy as central? In OSp., the productive aspect of the strategy follows from the independently required system of doubling at different levels of X', and from its syntactic properties. If no special stipulations are added to the resumptive pronoun strategy in connection with wH-phrases, we expect resumptive pronouns in questions (50) In the previous section, it was seen that subject pronominals can be doubled. Many languages seem to have prohibitions in relation to subjects and the resumptive strategy. Since I assume that, in OSp., the resumptive strategy is a subcase of doubling, constructions like 52, to be compared with 46, motivate the proposed parallelism: Chomsky 1982 proposes that resumptive pronouns are coindexed with an operator phrase at LF; they are then interpreted as bound variables, and escape island conditions. I assume that this treatment-which I label the operator/ resumptive strategy-is applicable to OSp. For Chomsky, gaps which are the result of 'Move &' in syntax are to be distinguished from resumptive pronouns, since they are subject to island conditions.5 This dichotomy is questioned in some recent discussions of the resumptive strategy (cf. Zaenen et al. 1981 , 4 I interpret 53 as 'the ones such that the Moon would be in the root of hisi birth', and this is crucial for the argument. The OSp. verb aver (i.e. ouiere in 53) has two uses. As an impersonal, it is equivalent to modem haber as in Hay dos ninos 'There are two children', with dos ninos as object. As a personal verb, it correlates with active possession, or an activity leading to possession, in the sense of 'obtain'. Tener 'to have' is used for the passive, for permanent possession, and for states. In 53, ouiere is impersonal, since the sentence refers to the situation or state under which an individual is born. In other words, the example does not contain a null personal subject of ouiere coindexed with qui in COMP. Under such an analysis, the interpretation would be 'the one who would have the Moon in the root of his birth', and Subjacency would not be violated.
5 Chomsky 1982 also suggests that resumptive strategies may relate to predication, rather than quantification. When no overt wH-phrase as operator is present in COMP, the antecedent and the relative clause may be treated as a subject-predicate structure, with the resumptive phrase as the variable of predication. This second treatment, which I label the predication/resumptive strategy, may perhaps be required for OSp. relatives, in addition to the one discussed in the text. Consider (a) below; if this structure contains no wH-phrase in COMP, but the complementizer que, then it is not a doubling construction in our sense: to.them we.must stop minds 'I say: these constellations which these men mention, we must pay attention to them.' (Cruz O10B) and she that to.her it.pleased of it to.do 'And she, it pleased her to do it.' (Cor. 80) Here the bare topic ella is coindexed with the dative form le 'to her'. These characteristics of topics are shared by all other adjuncts, as we have seen. In previous sections, we saw that OSp. doubling phrases and other topics can be, but need not be, referential expressions (i.e. arguments). Since predication is a licensing mechanism for this type of expression only, another device is at work for non-referential doubles. The question word quales 'which ones' in 50 and the negative quantifier ninguno 'no one, nobody' in 58 do not enter into the predication relation with the maximal projection to which they are attached. Rather, these doubling phrases are interpreted as operators at LF; the resumptive phrase is the variable which they bind, and it occupies the position where Case and 0-role are assigned. With this analysis, I return to the comparison of Old and Modern Spanish, and the differences in the determination of what I have labeled the clitic parameter. In OSp., the parameter is defined by the existence of a rule of clisis which makes a non-tonic pronoun phonologically dependent on an immediately adjacent item, regardless of its syntactic/morphological category.9 The rule is based on tonicity, not on lexical features; and it must apply after syntactic and stylistic rules exclusively. This type of cliticization is unrelated to word formation in morphology; it lacks the properties of compounding, derivation, or affixation. Also, OSp. clitics correspond to both subcategorized and non-subcategorized complements, and do not necessarily mirror material specified in the lexical frames of Vs.
Mod.Sp. has no clisis rule which is blind to syntactic or morphological categorial information, but sensitive to tonic factors. Borer (1984:15-27 ) views present-day clitics from the perspective of inflectional relations in the morphological system.'0 The clitic parameter is defined by the existence of a rule of word formation which involves the transfer of the lexical feature Case from the V to the clitic. The rule is based on material present in the entry of the V, and cannot alter lexical specifications; thus it resembles more traditional inflectional rules. If we contrast Borer's proposals with the present analysis of OSp., then the differences follow from the phonological rule which makes clitics into dependents of a host element in the old period, and from the inflectional 
